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want.” Senator Joe Biden made this
statement:

Folks who want to see this change want to
eliminate one of the procedural mechanisms
designed for the express purpose of guaran-
teeing individual rights, and they also have
a consequence, and would undermine the pro-
tections of a minority point of view in the
heat of majority excess.

But now he says: No. I am in the ma-
jority. I should get my way.

Senator Joe Biden said:

I have been here 32 years, most of the time
in the majority. Whenever you are in the
majority, it is frustrating to see the other
side block a bill or a nominee you support. I
have walked in your shoes, and I get it. . . .
Getting rid of the filibuster has long-term
consequences. If there is one thing I have
learned in my years here, once you change
the rules and surrender the Senate’s institu-
tional power, you never get it back.

Senator Joe Biden said:

Simply put, the nuclear option would
transform the Senate from the so-called
cooling saucer our Founding Fathers talked
about to cool the passions of the day to a
pure majoritarian body like a Parliament.
We have heard a lot in recent weeks about
the rights of the majority and obstruc-
tionism. But the Senate is not meant to be a
place of pure majoritarianism. Is majority
rule what you really want?

That is what he said as a Senator,
but as President, his demand was, ma-
jority rule or we will break every rule
in the Senate to get what we want.

Senator SCHUMER, in his public state-
ments, has been very clear. ‘It would
be doomsday for democracy,” he said,
“if you change the filibuster.”

This is the statement Senator SCHU-
MER made in 2017, the same Senator
SCHUMER who has spent the last 12
months trying to find a way to tear
down the filibuster. In 2017, when there
was the debate going on around this,
Senator SCHUMER said on the floor of
the Senate, standing right there, ‘I
hope the Republican leader and I,”” he
said, ‘‘can, in the coming months, find
a way to build a firewall around the
legislative filibuster, which is the most
important distinction between the Sen-
ate and the House. Without the 60-vote
threshold for legislation,” Senator
SCHUMER said, ‘‘the Senate becomes a
majoritarian institution 1like the
House, much more subject to the winds
of short-term electoral change. No Sen-
ator would like to see that happen so
let’s find a way to further protect the
60-vote rule for legislation.”

That was Senator SCHUMER in 2017,
but now it is: I am in power. I am going
to do what I want.

This is not a flippant issue, and as I
have spoken to some of my Democratic
colleagues, they seem to believe we
will just take this vote and no one is
going to care. In fact, some of my
Democratic colleagues are saying: We
know we are going to lose. Senator
MANCHIN and Senator SINEMA have al-
ready made public comments. They are
not going to go with this, or, we are
going to take this, make a statement.
Our progressive base wants us to be
able to do this. It has no consequences.
It is not going to pass anyway, so we
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will just do it—except they are forget-
ting that 5 years from now, 10 years
from now, there will be another time
just like this. Maybe Democrats will be
in a slightly larger majority. Maybe
Senator SINEMA and Senator MANCHIN
won’t be here at that moment, and the
majority leader, Democrat Senator, at
that point will step forward and say:
You voted on this in 2022. It is time for
us to vote on it now.

Democratic activists will rush at you
and will say: Don’t you dare change
what you did. Tear the place down.
Let’s get what we want.

I have spoken to so many of my col-
leagues and said: Don’t do this.

They have quietly responded back to
me: I don’t want to do this.

I am not here to attack my col-
leagues. You each make your own deci-
sions. But these are decisions that
matter. These are the decisions that
100 years from now will still guide the
direction of the Senate. These are the
decisions that will direct our Republic.

We are the only body that has a pro-
tection for the minority voice; I think
the only legislative body in the world
that is designed like this. It has been
part of the secret sauce of America
that the minority in America, however
large or small it is, has a voice.

My Democratic colleagues are now
saying: We no longer want the minor-
ity to have a voice in America. If you
are in the minority opinion, you don’t
count. Sit down. Shut up. We are in the
majority.

That has never been the American
way, not in 250 years. This has been the
place where we have argued, debated,
and where, yes, I have talked to House
Members who have said good bills went
to die. But the Senate has been the
spot where all Americans get to speak.
And my Democratic colleagues are se-
riously considering this week saying:
No more, because we want to pass a
voting bill that gives Federal dollars to
House candidates and gives felons the
right to vote and takes away voter ID.

What in the world? What has this
body become that people who signed
this document, page after page of it—I
mean, I could bring out page after page
of Senators who have signed this and
have said ‘“Do not take away the legis-
lative filibuster” but now are just flip-
ping and flippant and saying it won’t
matter. Yes, it does. One hundred years
from now, this week will still matter.

I encourage my Democratic col-
leagues to think carefully on this one
because this one counts.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.

———

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to legislative session and
be in a period of morning business,
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with Senators permitted to
therein for up to 10 minutes each.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

speak

VOTE EXPLANATION

Ms. SINEMA. Madam President, I
was necessarily absent, but had I been
present I would have voted yes on roll-
call vote 1 on the motion to invoke clo-
ture on Anne Witkowsky to be an As-
sistant Secretary of State (Conflict and
Stabilization Operations).

I was necessarily absent, but had I
been present I would have voted yes on
rollcall vote 2 on the confirmation of
Anne Witkowsky to be an Assistant
Secretary of State (Conflict and Sta-
bilization Operations).

I was necessarily absent, but had I
been present I would have voted yes on
rollcall vote 510 on the motion to in-
voke cloture on Jinsook Ohta to be
U.S. District Judge for the Southern
District of California.

I was necessarily absent, but had I
been present I would have voted yes on
rollcall vote 511 on the confirmation of
Jinsook Ohta to be U.S. District Judge
for the Southern District of California.

I was necessarily absent, but had I
been present I would have voted yes on
rollcall vote 512 on the motion to in-
voke cloture on David Urias to be U.S.
District Judge for the District of New
Mexico.

I was necessarily absent, but had I
been present I would have voted yes on
rollcall vote 513 on the confirmation of
David Urias to be U.S. District Judge
for the District of New Mexico.

I was necessarily absent, but had I
been present I would have voted yes on
rollcall vote 514 on the motion to in-
voke cloture on Maame Frimpong to be
U.S. District Judge for the Central Dis-
trict of California.

I was necessarily absent, but had I
been present I would have voted yes on
rollcall vote 515 on the confirmation of
Maame Frimpong to be U.S. District
Judge for the Central District of Cali-
fornia.

I was necessarily absent, but had I
been present I would have voted yes on
rollcall vote 516 on the motion to in-
voke cloture on Jane Beckering to be
U.S. District Judge for the Western
District of Michigan.

I was necessarily absent, but had I
been present I would have voted yes on
rollcall vote 517 on the confirmation of
Jane Beckering to be U.S. District
Judge for the Western District of
Michigan.

I was necessarily absent, but had I
been present I would have voted yes on
rollcall vote 518 on the motion to in-
voke cloture on Shalina Kumar to be
U.S. District Judge for the Eastern
District of Michigan.

I was necessarily absent, but had I
been present I would have voted yes on
rollcall vote 519 on the confirmation of
Shalina Kumar to be U.S. District
Judge for the Eastern District of
Michigan.
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